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A LIST OF THE BIRDS OF THE PHILLH'IAN SUB-REGION

Which do not occur in Australia.

(Appendix to Mathews' " Reference List to the Birds of Australia ").

Family HALLIDAE.

Geuns TRICHOLIMITAS.

Tikhiilimiuis Sharpe, Bull, lliit. Urn. Club vol. i. p. xxviii. 1S'J3.

Type (by orig. desig.) : T. lafresnayawn (Verreanx and l)cs Mnrs).

1. Tricholimnas sylvestris.

(.h-ydi-iiiiiux sijleeslri.1 Sclater, Pror. Znnl. Stir. (Lmul.) 1860. p. 472 : Lord Howe Island.

Lord Howe Rail.

Range : Lord Howe Island.

Family BUBONIDAE.

~. Ninox boobook albaria.

Ninnx (ilharia Kamsay, Tab. List Austr. Birds p. 37. 1888 : Lord Howe Island.

Ix)rd Howe Owl.

Mathews, Ila?i(/list No. 284.

Range : Lord Howe Island.

3. ? Ninox undulata.

iS7)v> uuduluta Latham, hidf.c Omilh. Sujijd. p. xvii. 1801 : Norfolk Island.

Norfolk Island Owl.

Range : Norfolk Island.

Family CACATOIDAE

Genus PLATTCERCUS

4. Platycercus elegans nobbsi.

Plalycerrits iirimaidii var. nnbbsi Tristram, Ibis 1886. p. 49 : Norfolk Island.

Norfolk Island Crimson Parrot.

Range : Norfolk Island.

5. Platycercus novaezelandiae verticalis.

Psittacus verticalis Latham, Imlcc (Jrnitli. Siippl. p. xxii. No. '.). 1801 :
Norfolk Island.

Synonyms :

Platycercus coolcii Gray, List Spec. Birds Brit. .Uiis. pt. iii. sect. ii. p. 13. 1859 :
Norfolk Island.

Plati/rercus nv/>irri Gray, Ibis 1862. p. 228 : Norfolk Island.

Norfolk Island Green Parrot.

Mathews, Handlist No. :i()9.

Range : Norfolk Island.
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Family ALCKDIXIDAE.

Genns HALCYON'.

0. Halcyon sanctus vagans.

Ake^o ragiDix Lesson, r<.//. Coijiullr Zml. vol. i. p. Il'.l4. 18:ill: Bay of Islands, New Zealand.

Sj'UOIiym :

Halcyon nurfolkifiixix Tristram, lb>s ISHfj. p. 4'.t : Norfolk Island.

AYanderint!: Kiiifffislier.

Mathews, Handlist No. 393.

Range : Lord Howe Island, Norfolk Island (New Zealand).

Family CUCl'LTDAE.

Genus EUDYNAMTS.
7. Eudynamys taitensis.

Cuculus laiteimix Sparrman. .lA/(.«. Curhaii. Fiixr. ii. Xo. x.xxii. 1787 : Tahiti.

Synonyms :

Cuciilun tahitiu.i Gmelin, Si/kI. Xal. p. 412. 1788 : Society Islands.

CuailiiK per/aim Vieillot, Xour. Did. (Tllixt. Nat. vol. viii. p. 2,S-.'. 1817 : Tahiti.

Cuculus fiini'idtiia Forster, Descr. Anim. ed. Licht. p. IGO. 1844 : Tahiti.

Eiahjnainns ciinelcawh Peale, "U.S. Exp!.'E.rp. Zool.
-p.

1,^9. 1848"; cf. 2ad ed. p. 248. IS.'JS :

Figi (Ovolau Island).

Long-tailed Cnckoo.

Range: Norfolk Island. Extralimital, bnt not Australia.

Family MUSCICAPIDAE.

Genns FETBOICA.

8. Petroica multicolor multicolor.

Muscicajm niiilliclur Gmelin, Sysl. Xnl. p. 'J44. 1789 : Xorfolk Island.

Synonyms :

Muscicapa erylhriii/axtra Latham, Iiulcr Oniilh. vol. ii. p. 479. 1791) : Norfolk Island.

Petroica moilexln Gould, Syiinjin. Birds Auslr. pt. iv. App. p. 3. 1838 : Norfolk Island.

Petroica puhhilla Gould, Pr„c. Zunl. Soc. (Loml.) 1839. p. 142 (18411) ;
Norfolk Island.

Miiecicapa diijajilia Forster, De.icr. Anim. ed. Licht. p. 267. 1844 ;
Norfolk Island.

Norfolk Island Robin.

Mathews, Ifnit/lisf No. 441.

Range : Norfolk Island.

Genus GERYGONE.

'I. Gerygone insularis.

Gerygoiie iiixuhiris Rimsay, Proc. Linn. Soc. X.S.W. vol. iii. p. 117. 1878 : Lord Howe Island.

Synonym :

Gerygoiie thorpri Ramsay, Pioc. Linn. Soc. X.S. 11'. ser. ii. vol. ii. p. 677. 1887 : Lord Howe Island.

Lord Howe Flyeater.

Mathews, Handlist Nos. 4.53, 458.

Range : Lord Howe Island.
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1". Gerygone mathewsae nom. n.

Synonym :

Gerygone moihsta Pelzeln (not fiould), Sitz. I.-. Alvd. Wien. vol. xli. p. 320. IHliO :
Norfolk Island.

Norfolk Island Flyeater.

Matlu'ws, Handlist No. 454.

Range : Norfolk Island.

Genns FACHYCEFHALA.

11. Pachycephala gutturalis contempta.

Pacliycephiila contempta Hartert, llnU. Bnt. Dm. Club vol. viii. p. .w. 1898 ; Lord Howe Island.

Synonym :

rurhipephala Iiooemis North, liiv. Aush: Miis. vol. v. p. 12.'). 1',I03 : Lord Howe Island.

Lord Howe Thickhead.

Mathews, llaiidUst No. 668.

Range : Lord Howe Island.

12. Pachycephala gutturalis xanthoprocta.

Pnrhytephihi jranthnpnirln Gould, Synnjin. lihih Anxlr. pt. iii. pi. 5.0. IS'iX : Norfolk Island.

Synonym :

Parlijicephiila lomjiroslnt Gould, Symps. Binlx Atislr. pt. iii. pi. 55. 1838 : Norfolk Island.

Norfolk Island Thickhead.

Mathews, Handlist No. 678.

Range : Norfolk Island.

Genus BHIFIDUBA.

13. Rhipidura flabellifera pelzelni.

IthijiUlura peheliu Gray, Ibis 18112. p. 220 : Norfolk Lslaad.

Synonym :

RhipUlura asshnilix Pelzeln (not Gray), Sllz. I.-. Abiil. ll'/Vn. vol. xli. p. 320. 181)1) : Norfolk Island.

Norfolk Island Fautail.

Mathews, Handlist No. 481.

Range : Norfolk Island.

14. Rhipidura flabellifera cervina.

Rliipidiii-a cervina Ramsay, I'roc. I. inn. S,ji-. ^Y.N.IC. vol. iii. p. 340. 1.S78 : Lord Howe Island.

Synonym :

Rhipidura macgillivrayi Sharpe, Pnn: Znol. Soc. (Limil.) 1881. p. 789 : Lord Howe Island.

Lord Howe Fantail.

Mathews, Handlist No. 482.

Range : Lord Howe Island.

F.^MiLY CAMP0PHA6IDAE.

Genus LALAGE.

l-i. Lalage naevia leucopyga.

Sijniinurpliiis /eiicnjiyijn.-: Gould, Symi/i.i. linih Anstr. pt. iv. Ap|i. p. .'!. 1838 : Norfolk Island.

Synonym :

Campephaga hnglcaudutu Pelzeln, Sitz, I:. Alcad. Wien. vol. xli. p. 321. 18G0 ; Norfolk Island.
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Norfolk Island Caterpillar Catcher.

Mathews, Handlist No. 512.

Range : Norfolk Island.

Family TURDIDAE.

Genns TTTBDUS.

10. Turdus xanthopus vinitinctus.

Meriila viiiilincla Gould, Proc. Zuol. Soc. {Lnml.) 18.i5. p. llij : Lord Howe Island

Vinons-tinted Blackbird.

Mathews, IfamUist Xo. 54U.

Range : Lord Howe Island.

17. Turdus fuliginosus fuliginosus.

Turdus ftirighiostis Latham, Iiahx Oniilh. Siqij,!. p. xlii. ISiH : Norfolk Island.

Synonyms :

Turdus pnlincephaJm Latham, Index Ornilh. Snppl. p. xliv. IHOl : Norfolk Island.

Merula neslnr Gould, Pmc. Ziml. See. (Lond.) 1835. p. 181) : Norfolk Island. R. Murrumbidgee is

an error.

Grej'-headed Blackbird.

Mathews, Ilancllist No. 541.

Range : Norfolk Island.

Family ZOSTEROPIDAE.

Genns ZOSTER.OFS.

18. Zosterops albogularis.

Zosteropn albogularis Gould, Pmc Zool. Soc. (Laud.) 183G. p. 75 (1837) : Norfolk Island.

"White-breasted White Eye.

Mathews, Ihvidlist No. 719.

Range : Norfolk Island.

19. Zosterops tenuirostris.

Zosterops tenuirostris Gould, Proc. Zuol. Soc. (Lond.) 1836. p. 76 (1837) : Norfolk Island.

Slender-billed White-eye.

Mathews, Ilandli.-tt No. 720.

Range : Norfolk Island.

•Jii. Zosterops strenua.

Zosterops strenuus (iouUl, Pr„c. Zuol. Soc. (Lond.) 1855. p. lOG ; Lord Howe Island.

Robnst White-eye.

Mathews, Handlist No. 718.

Range : Lord Howe Island.

Note.— I have shown {ante, p. 386) that the ts\-,e
oi Zosterojis tephropleurn

Gonld is the same as Z. chlorocepkala Campbell and White, and that the Lord

Howe habitat is probably wrong. As I can trace no recent examples, I omit, for

the present, this bird from the Lord Howe Island List.
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It seems strange that these large species of Zosfero/js have never been

separated, as they can certainly not be considered typical. The species Znsterops
strerma Gonid, for which I propose the genus name Nesozosterops (nov.) disagrees
with the characters given as diagnostic of the family in the Cat. ISirds Brit. Mtis.,

inasmuch as the very long bill is longer than the head.

Family EULABETTDAE.

Genus AFLONIS:

Ajilonis Gould, Pror. Zoul. Sor. {Loud.) 1836. p. 73.

Type (by subs, desig.) : A. fuscus (Gould).

21. Aplonis fuscus fuscus.

Aj/lonixfiisca Gould, Pror. Zool. Sue. (Lnml.) 1830. p. 73 ; Norfolk Island.

Norfolk Island Starling.

Mathews, Hanflli.-it No. 8.55 (pars).

Range : Norfolk Island.

22. Aplonis fuscus huUianus subsp. n.

Lord Howe Starling.

Mathews, Handlist No. 855 (pars).

Differs from A. f. /uncus in being French-grey below, darker above, head

slightly glossy, with the bill stouter : wing 100 mm., cnlmen 19 mm., tarsus 25 mm.,
tail 71 mm.

Type: Lord Howe Island, No. 9301.

Range : Lord Howe Island.

Family CORVIDAE.

Genns STREFERA.

23. Strepera graculina crissalis.

Strepera crissalis Sharpe, Cat. Birds Brit. Mus. vol. iii. p. 58. 1877 ; Lord Howe Island.

Lord Howe Crow Shrike.

Mathews, Handlist No. 875 (pars).

Range : Lord Howe Island.

The following birds have become e.^tinct within recent times, but as specimens
have been preserved I give their nomenclature.

Family TRERONIDAE.

Genus HEMIFHAGA.

Hpmiphu(ja Bonaparte, Compfes Rendus Sri. {^l^itri^i) vol. .\xxix. p. 1070. 18.')4.

Type (by orig. desig.) : H. novaeseelandiae (Gmelin).
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1. Hemiphaga novaeseelandiae spadicea

Cnli/mba yxulicea Latham, /inhj- Oniilh. Siipp). p. Ix. No. 7. l^ttl : Norfolk IshitiH,

Synonyms :

Cnlnmhn i/njus Ranzani, Ehni. Ziml. vol. iii. pt. i. p. 2'-'.'j. 18J1 : Norfolk Islaiul.

Cnliimhit IriimgaHtfr Wagler, Sijxl. Ai: Culunih. sp. !•_'. \Xi~i : Norfolk IsIaTid.

Ci'hiiiibii /tiinreps Vigors, Pruc. Zonl. Soc. {Lund.) Wid. p. 78 ; Norfolk Isliiul.

Norfolk Island Pigeon.

Hiinge : Norfolk Island.

Family R.ALLIDAE.

Genus FORFHYBIO.

2. Porphyrio albus.

FuVira alha White, Jtmni. Voy. New Smilli ]r,i!rs p. 238. 17'.lil : I-ord Howe I^lanil

AVhite Gallinule.

Mathews, Handlist No. G3.

Range : Lord Howe Island.

Family NESTORIDAE.

Genus NESTOR.
Ni'slor Lep.son, Tmite <l'Ornilh. p. IIMI. 1830.

Type (by monotypy) : N. meridionalis (Gmeliii).

3. Nestor productus.

PlUCtoloiihmpruduclas Gould, Prm-. Zouh Hoc. (I.umt.) \X'6i\. p. I'.l
: Philip Island (Norfolk Island).

Synonym :

Nextor nmfolcemix Pelzeln, Sih. k. Akml. Wirn. vol. xli. p. S'-'L'. 1800 : Norfolk Island.

Long-billed Parrot.

Mathews, Handlist Nos. 'M'J —3UU.

Range: Norfolk Island.

Family CACATOIDAE.

Genus PLATTCEBCUS.

4. Platycercus novaezelandiae subflavescens.

Ci/aiKir/uiiiipliiis suhflaveKcens Salvador!, Ann. May. Ku/. Hist. ser. vi. vol. vii. p. (i8. 1891 : Lord
Howe Island.

Lord Howe Green Parrot.

Mathews, Handlist No. 370.

Range : Lord Howe Island.

In the preceding List, consistently with my views already fully expressed in

this Journal (vol. -xvii. pp. 492-3; vol. xviii. pp. 1-22), I have rejected tlie generic
names commonly illegally in use "ex Brissoii." Since the List was i)reiiared the

International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature have i)uli!ished Opinion 37,

which decides that Brissou's generic names are available under the Code. Inasmuch
as the Commission did not consider the point I raised in the Nov. Zool. vol. xviii.

p. 2, it seems clear that as this matter cannot yet be absolutely decided, I mnst
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a,9;ain point out that the meaning of the word ''
hiiian/" in Article 25 is fjoverned

b}' the interpretation of that word in Article 'i(')
; and the interpretation of the word

"
binary

"
in Article 26 is contrary to the meaning given to that word by the

International Commission. These are facts, and it has been snggested by sup-

porters of the Brissonian genera that, inasmnch as the argnments produced by
me were unanswerable, the wording of Article 26 must be altered. Is further

discussion necessary ? It would appear that prejudice has not been eliminated in

dealing with this question, as the Opinion was written by Allen, who has already
contributed Articles in defence of Brisson, and the statement occurs :

" His generic
names have availabilit}' under the Code, (ind hare also had almost universal

recognition since they were proposed"
Thus enters the "law of general consent" as a valid reason for the trans-

gression of the Coded Laws, and once more is the security of our nomenclature

threatened.

It is important that the Commission should render their Opinions in accordance

with the strict letter of the Laws and not allow sentiment to enter into their minds.

I would recall that every unprejudiced writer who has investigated the Brissonian

genera has declared their illegality, and moreover that the majority of the thinkers

who have used Brisson have had qualms as to their justification in doing so. How
can the following be reconciled ?

Akticle 26. —"The tenth Edition of Liune's S>/stema Naturae, 1758, is the

work which inaugurated the consistent general application of the binary nomen-

clature in zoology. The date 1758, therefore, is accepted as tlie starting-point of

zoological nomenclature and of the Law of Priority." Any other interpretation of

binary than binomial is here impossible.

Why was the Xth Edition of Linne selected?

Because that Edition was the Jirst in which Linne consistently used binomials

in his nomenclature.

It might be recorded that the first supjiorter of the Commission's meaning of

binary was a systematist who wrote seventy years ago and who was more logical

than the Commission. I refer to George Robert Gray, who accojited Liune's

Xllth Edition as regards specific names, but consistently argued that generic names

should be accepted from Linn^'s 1st Edition, wherein Linne adoi)ted a binary nomen-

clature. In view of the Commission's reading of binary, should not the date 1735

be accepted for the commencing point of zoological nomenclature as regards generic

names ? As I have noted, if Article 2 can be construed partim, the above is the

logical conclusion. The absurdity of such a proposition is, I hope, evident, but the

Commission's Opinion has made it ])Ossible for such corollaries to be adduced.

Now the absolnte acceptance of the meaning of the word binary as binomial

obviates all such difficulties, and would be in accordance with the Coded Laws and

not contrary to them, as the alternative course is. I want this Commission to

consider that each Opinion is simply for use as a precedent, and that it should be

so worded that workers can easily follow the argnments there produced to a logical

conclusion without further recourse. At the present time each Opinion raises doubt

as to ever reaching finality. The Code, as worded, gives very little cause for

misinterpretation, but some of the Opinions have given me much consideration,

and as I have touched upon the Opinions I would here add some comments I have

noted.

One of the matters that will proba biy come up for an Ojiiuiou is that con-
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cerning the " Oken "
names, whieli I have declined to recognise, but some of whioh

appear in the American Ornithological Union's Check-Lint.

Opinion 19 contains a certain reference which indicates that the Commission

will advise their recognition: viz.,
'^

Plesio/ig C>ken's /.s/.s 1817 [p. 11^3] is clearly

a quoted name taken from PIcsio/js Caviar. Its status remains the same as iu

Cnvier 1817, but no question can now arise as to its not being in Latin form."

This follows the clause: "Accordingly, while Plesiops, despite the French

accent, might be interpreted as published as a Latin generic name." Note that

Cnvier wrote " Les Plesiops." This sentence implies that if any one were to accejit

Cuvier's French names they might be sanctioned. 1 have never heard any indi-

vidual dare to suggest such a thing, yet the Commission gravely publish this

statement and write of "Plesiops 1817," but do not state whether they are using
Cuvier's French name or Okeu's latinised form. But they conclude :

" No question
can now arise as to its not being in Latin form."

What an extraordinary conclusion ! Now let us have some facts regarding the

very points at issue between the A.O.U. and myself.

Cnvier, in the Rnjue Animid. vol. i. 1810 divided the Ducks as follows:

Le grand genre (
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asking us to accept some, reject others, and leaving the rest to be decided b)-

individual authors, upon each of whose shonlders must rest
" the burden of proof

that he is justified
"

?

One more matter upon which I feel the Commission have erred.

In Opinion 30 the Commission have added a dangerous little clause to

Article 19, which reads: "The original orthography of a name is to be preserved
unless an error of transcription, a lapsus calami, or a typographical error is

evident." After transcription, the Commission would add (" seu translitera-

tion "), and then note " the evidence shonld in general be present in the original
documents." (The italics are mine.)

What will constitute an error of transliteration ?

In the past we have had purists correcting purists as to this point, and a good

example of the state of chaos that will ensue is evidenced by the name Cliroico-

cephalm. Introduced {('at. Brit. Birds 1836, j). 53) in a work apparently published
in two parts, the second part {Hist. Barer Brit. Birds 1830, p. 57) gives its

derivation KpoiKoi, coloured, and Ke<j>a\tj, head. Note the emendments proposed

by purists who indicated errors of transliteration: Kroicoceplialns, Kroihocrphalas,

('hroiocephalus, ('kroecocejjhalu><, and Chrooecplmliis. Further, this opinion would

seem to contradict Article 36, Recommendations, the wording of which is :
"

It is

well to avoid the introduction of new generic names which dilFer from generic

names already in use only in termination or in a slight variation in spelling, which

might lead to confusion. But, when once introduced, such names are not to be

rejected on this account. E.xamples : I'objodus, Boli/odun, Polijodonta, Pohj-

odontas, Poli/odontus."

But are not such as these due to errors of transliteration ?

Does not the acceptance of Opinion 30 necessitate the emendation of generic
names ending in -os, derived from Greek os, into -;w? This would be the first,

others would follow, and many such other questions would be raised, necessitating

many Opinions. Must the time of the Commission be occupied in dealing with

trivial questions like this ? Would it not be better to have confirmed tiie llecom-

mendations. Article 36, by firmly establishing absolute " one-letterism
"

and

considering every name to be " words formed by an arbitrary combination of

letters
"

?


